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Cosmetics  is  the  subject  of  today's  report  from  Washington.     This  is 
the  report  I've  "been  looking  for  ever  since  the  25th  of  June,  when  President 
Roosevelt  signed  the  new  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Law. 

The  general  provisions  of  this  Law  will  "become  effective  one  year  from 
the  25th  of  June,  1933.    However,  a  few  provisions  were  considered  of  such- 
great  importance  to  the  public  health  that  they  "became  effective  as  soon  as 
the  new  measure  was  signed.    Among  them  is  the  prohibition  against  cosmetics 
"which  may  he  injurious  to  users,  under  the  conditions  of  use  prescribed  in 
the  labeling,  or  under  such  conditions  as  are  customary  or  usual." 

Now  —  let's  reminisce  for  a  few  minutes.     If  there  had  been  such  a 
provision  in  the  old  law,  some  women  who  are  todajr  partially  or  totally  blind, 
might  have  their  sight.    Many  of  you  have  hoard  of  an  eyelash  dye,  called 
"Lashlure."    It  is  allegedly  responsible  for  one  death,  and  for  many  cases 
of  injury,  including  such  injuries  as  partial  or  total  blindness.    Up  to  the 
25th  of  June,  the  day  the  new  Law  was  signed,  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
had  no  control  over  such  dangerous  preparations.    All  that  the  Federal  author- 
ities could  do  was  to  warn  people  of  the  danger  in  such  cosmetics  as  "Lashlure." 
But  if  a  consumer  had  never  seen  or  hoard  the  warnings,  there  was  nothing  to 
prevent  her  from  using  "Lashlure." 

The  manufacturer  was  fully  aware  of  the  dangerous  character  of  this 
eyelash  dye.     Each  package  contained  a  blank,  to  be  signed  by  the  customer, 
agreeing  to  make  no  claims  against  the  beauty  shop,  distributor,  or  manufacturer, 
and  to  hold  them  harmless  in  case  of  injury.    Regardless  of  what  might  happen 
to  the  unsuspecting  customer ,  everybody  else  involved  was  taking  good  care 
to  protect  himself  against  damage  suits. 

Well,  in  spite  of  the  new  Law,  the  manufacturer  of  Lashlure  continued 
to  ship  the  product.  The  very  first  seizures  made  under  the  new  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  were  directed  against  consignments  of  Lashlure  shipped  from 
Los  Angeles  on  June  2S  —  three  days  after  the  new  Law  became  effective. 

Immediately,  samples  were  tested  hy  Food  and  Drug  officials.    They  found 
no  essential  change  in  the  formula.     It  was  just  as  dangerous  as  ever,  to  human 
eyesight.     Seizures  followed  quickly,  "and  you  may  be  sure  the  Food  and  Drug^ 
Administration  will  see  that  the  puhlic  is  now  protected  from  this  cosmetic," 
quoting  our  official  correspondent. 
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Another  very  dangerous  cosmetic  —  a  depilatory  known  as  "Koremlu"  — 
spelled  K-o-r-e-m-l-u,  was  on  the  market  for  many  years.     The  advertisements 
for  "Koremlu"  promised  "...  and  no\7  these  ugly  hairs  can  never  grow  again," 
"harmless,"  "beneficial  to  the  skin." 

Do  you  know  what  "Koremlu"  contained?    Over  seven  percent  of  a  deadly 
poison  commonly  used  to  kill  rats  —  thallium  acetate.     What  happened,  to 
some  of  the  unfortunate  people  who  used  this  depilatory?    Baldness,  injury 
to  the  skin,  nervous  troubles,  glandular  disturbances. 

The  manufacturer  was  finally  forced  into  bankruptcy  by  the  accumulation 
of  damage  suits.     But  there  was  then  no  Federal  law  by  which  the  sale  of 
"Koremlu"  could  have  been  stopped  before  so  many  people  were  injured.  The 
old  Food  and  Drugs  Act  had  no  jurisdiction  over  cosmetics. 

Most  cosmetics  are  harmless ,  but  —  in  the  absence  of  legal  control, 
there  was  no  way  for  the  consumer  to  know  what  they  contained,  whether  they 
were  honestly  sold,  whether  she  could  use  them  with  safety. 

Nov;  let's  see  what  the  new  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Law  says  about 
cosmetics.    First,  here's  a  section  on  adulteration.     Quoting  directly: 

"A  cosmetic  shall  be  deemed  to  be  adulterated  if  it  bears  or  contains 
any  poisonous  .   .   .  substance  which  may  render  it  injurious  to  users  under 
the  conditions  of  use  prescribed  in  the  labeling  thereof,  or  under  such  condi- 
tions of  use  as  are  customary  or  usual:    Provided, 11     —  and  please  listen 
carefully  —    "Provided,  That  this  provision  shall  not  apply  to  coal-tar  hair- 
dyes,  the  label  of  which  bears  the  following.   .  .:     ' Caution— This  product 
contains  ingredients  which  may  cause  skin  irritation  on  certain  individuals 
and  a  preliminary  test  according  to  accompanying  directions  should  first  be 
made.    This  product  must  not  be  used  for  dyeing  the  eyelashes  or  eyebrows; 
to  do  so  may  cause  blindness. 1 " 

Well,  you  see  why  it's  still  important  that  we  read  labels.    Now,  to 
continue  With  the  adulteration  of  cosmetics.     "A  cosmetic  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  adulterated  — 

"If  it  consists  in  whole  or  in  part  of  any  filthy,  putrid,  or  decom- 
posed substance. 

"If  it  has  been  prepared,  packed,  or  held  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  may  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.   .  . 

"If  its  container  is  composed,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  any  poisonous 
.   .   .  substance  which  may  render  the  contents  injurious  to  health. 

Now  —  what  constitutes  misbranding  of  cosmetics?  Under  the  new  Law, 
a  cosmetic  shall  be  deemed  to  be  misbranded  — 

"If  its  labeling  is  false  or  misleading  in  any  particular. 

"If  in  package  form,  unless  it  bears  a  label  containing  (l)  the  name 
and  place  of  business  of  the  manufacturer,  packer,  or  distributor;  and  (2) 
an  accurate  statement  of  the  nuantity  of  contents.  .  . 
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Also,  "a  cosmetic  shall  "be  deemed  to  be  misbranded  if  any  word, 
statement  or  other  information  required  "by  or  under  authority  of  this  Act 
to  appear  on  the  labeling  is  not  prominently  placed  thereon  with  such 
conspicuousxless.  .  .  and  in  such  terms  as  to  render  it  likely  to  "be  read 
and  understood  "by  the  ordinary  individual  under  customary  conditions  of 
purchase  and  use." 

Also,  "a  cosmetic  shall  he  deemed  to  he  misbranded  if  its  container 
is  so  made,  formed,  or  filled  as  to  be  misleading, " 

And  that's  all  of  today's  report  from  the  Federal  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  which  enforces  the  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  of 
June  25,  1938. 


